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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -4 and 1 3-22 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The applicant argues with respect to claim 14 on page 7, second paragraph that 
Godse fails to disclose or suggest "wherein the digital subscriber line router terminates 
the network connection to the remote network over the digital subscriber line after 
detecting an absence of any network capable devices connected to the DSL router via 
the local network". The examiner disagrees. Godse clearly teaches at col. 6, lines 2-6 in 
the following passage: "Typical events that result in the termination of a connection 
include the customer turning off the ATU-R 102 (PC or modem)(wherein the digital 
subscriber line router (modem/router turning off means) terminates the network 
connection to the remote network over the digital subscriber line after detecting an 
absence of any network capable devices (PC turning off means) connected to the DSL 
router via the local network means), the service provider rebooting the DSLAM, the 
failure of the network connection." 

The applicant argues with respect to claim 21 on page 8, second paragraph that 
Godse fails to disclose or suggest "wherein the DSL modem is further configured to 
terminate a connection to the remote network when no network capable device is 
connected to the DSL router on the local network". The examiner disagrees. The 
examiner refers to the same response with respect to claim 14 above. 
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The applicant argues with respect to claim 17 on page 8, fourth paragraph that 
Roh do not disclose making a network connection over a digital subscriber line after a 
lease has been assigned to a network capable device, because in Roh, a network 
connection to a DSL line must be made before a lease is assigned to a network capable 
device. The examiner disagrees. Roh clearly teaches at col. 4, line 66 to col. 5, line 1 in 
the passage:" When an organization sets up its computer users with a connection to the 
Internet, an IP address must be assigned to each machine (a network connection to a 
DSL line must be made after a lease (IP address means) is assigned means)." 

The applicant argues with respect to claim 18 on page 9, second paragraph that 
Roh disclose that the DHCP server terminates the PPP-session but fail to disclose or 
suggest that the DSL router terminates the network connection. The examiner 
disagrees. Roh disclose that the DHCP server 52 terminates the PPP-session, and the 
DHCP server 52 is an element of the DSL router 50 (see figure 3). Therefore, the DSL 
router terminates the network connection. 

The applicant argues with respect to claim 1 on page 10, first paragraph that 
Godse fail to disclose or suggest "disconnecting the network connection over the DSL 
line to the remote network after detecting an absence of one or more powered-on 
network capable devices of the at least one network capable device connected to the 
DSL modem on the local network". The examiner disagrees. The examiner refers to the 
same response with respect to claim 14 above. 

The applicant argues with respect to claim 15 on page 10, fourth paragraph that 
Godse and Ortega fail to disclose or suggest claim 13, which claim 15 depends, hence, 
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claim 15 is allowable. The examiner disagrees. Independent claim 13 is rejected. 
Therefore, dependent claim 15 is also rejected. 

The applicant argues with respect to claims 2-4 on page 1 1 , third paragraph that 
Godse and Roh fail to disclose or suggest claim 1 , from which claims 2-4 depend, 
hence, claims 2-4 are allowable. The examiner disagrees. Claim 1 is rejected. 
Therefore, dependent claims 2-4 are also rejected. 

The applicant argues with respect to claim 22 on page 1 1 , fourth paragraph that 
Godse and Roh fail to disclose or suggest claim 19, from which claim 22 depends, and 
hence. Claim 22 is allowable. The examiner disagrees. Claim 19 is rejected. Therefore, 
claim 22 is also rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. Claims 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

Claim 1 9, line 6, the limitation "a DSL modem" was claimed as an element of the 
DSL router. No support for this feature could be found in the original specification. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Roth (US 7,032,012). 

For claim 17, Roth discloses PPPOA spoofing in point-to-point protocol over ATM 
using an XDSL modem, comprising: 

a DSL router (figure 4, reference 50 ADSL Modem) including lease assignment 
logic (figure 3, reference 52 DHCP Server, col. 4, lines 62-65) to dynamically assign a 
lease to a network capable device (figure 4, reference 10 Client PC) to permit 
subsequent connection to a remote network (figure 4, reference 40 NAS)(col. 4, line 66 
to col. 5, line 1, and col. 6, lines 31-45); and 

a digital subscriber line between the DSL router (figure 4, reference 50 ADSL 
Modem) and the remote network (figure 4, reference 40 NAS), wherein a network 
connection is made over the digital subscriber line after the lease assignment logic has 
assigned a lease (col. 6, lines 42-45) to the network capable device (col. 9, lines 44-47). 

For claim 18, Roth discloses wherein the digital subscriber line router (figure 4, 
reference 50 ADSL Modem) determines that the dynamically assigned lease has 
expired and terminates the network connection over the digital subscriber line after 
detecting that the lease has expired (col. 5, lines 49-54). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

7. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Godse et 
al. (US 7,127,049) in view of Ortega et al. (US 6,71 1 ,162). 

For claim 1 , Godse et al. disclose system and method for enhancing the 
activation of DSL service comprising: 

detecting the presence of a powered-on network capable device (col. 5, lines 4- 
7) that is connected to a DSL modem (figure 2, references 102 and 104) on a local 
network (figure 3, reference steps 302 and 304, col. 7, lines 56-59); 

establishing a network connection over a DSL line to a remote network (figure 2, 
reference 108) after detecting the presence of the network capable device that is 
connected to the DSL modem on the local network (col. 7, lines 59-62); and 
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disconnecting the network connection over the DSL line to the remote network 
after detecting an absence of one or more powered-on network capable devices of the 
at least one network capable device connected to the DSL modem on the local network 
(col. 6, lines 2-4). 

However, Godse et al. do not expressly disclose releasing network resources 
supported by the remote network after the network connection is disconnected. In an 
analogous art, Ortega et al. disclose releasing network resources supported by the 
remote network after the network connection is disconnected (col. 1 1 , lines 36-37). 

One skilled in the art would have recognized the releasing network resources 
supported by the remote network after the network connection is disconnected, and 
would have applied Ortega et al.'s PPP termination request message 234 in Godse et 
al.'s DSL service. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention, to use Ortega et al.'s method and apparatus for 
providing proxy service, route selection, and protocol conversion for service endpoints 
within data networks in Godse et al.'s system and method for enhancing the activation 
of DSL service with the motivation being to terminate a connection to a service endpoint 
(col. 11, line 26). 

8. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Godse et al. (US 7,127,049) in view of Ortega et al. (US 6,71 1 ,162) further in view of 
Roth (US 7,032,012). 

For claims 2-4, Godse et al. in view of Ortega et al. do not expressly disclose 
assigning a dynamic lease to the network capable device. In an analogous art, Roth 
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discloses assigning a dynamic lease to the network capable device (figure 3, reference 
52 DHCP Server, col. 6, lines 42-44). 

Roth discloses further comprising determining when the dynamic lease expires 
(col. 9, line 52 as set forth in claim 3); further comprising terminating the network 
connection over the DSL line after detecting that the lease has expired (col. 5, lines 49- 
54 as set forth in claim 4); and further comprising a dynamic lease assignment module 
(figure 3, reference 52 DHCP Server, col. 6, lines 42-44). 

One skilled in the art would have recognized the assigning a dynamic lease to 
the network capable device, and would have applied Roth's DHCP Server 52 in Godse 
et al.'s DSL service. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention, to use Roth's PPPOA spoofing in point-to-point protocol 
over ATM using an XDSL modem in Godse et al.'s system and method for enhancing 
the activation of DSL service with the motivation being to provide a communications 
protocol that lets network administrators manage centrally and automate the 
assignment of Internet protocol (IP) addresses in an organization's network (col. 4, lines 
62-65). 

9. Claims 13-14, 16 and 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Godse et al. (US 7,127,049) in view of Starr (US 6,470,059). 

For claim 13, Godse et al. disclose system and method for enhancing the 
activation of DSL service, comprising: 

a digital subscriber line router (figure 2, reference 104) detect the presence of a 
powered-on network capable device (figure 2, reference 102, col. 5, lines 4-7) that is 
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connected to the DSL router via a local network (figure 3, reference steps 302 and 304, 
col. 7, lines 56-59); 

a digital subscriber line between the DSL router (figure 2, reference 104) and 
remote network (figure 2, reference 108)(figure 2, reference 208, col. 4, lines 1-4), 
wherein a network connection is made over the digital subscriber line to the remote 
network (figure 2, reference 108) after detects the presence of the network capable 
device that is connected to the DSL router via the local network (col. 7, lines 59-62). 

However, Godse et al. do not expressly disclose a digital subscriber line router 
including detection logic. In an analogous art, Starr discloses a digital subscriber line 
router (col. 3, lines 51-55 and col. 6, lines 2-4) including detection logic (figure 1, 
reference 40, col. 4, lines 52-63). 

One skilled in the art would have recognized the digital subscriber line router 
including detection logic, and would have applied Starr's digital subscriber line router 36 
in Godse et al.'s digital subscriber line router 104. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, to use Starr's 
automatic filter for asymmetric digital subscriber line system in Godse et al.'s system 
and method for enhancing the activation of DSL service with the motivation being 
indicated a start-up failure if the modem does not detect satisfactory received signals 
within a predetermined time after application of input power, and in such case, the filter 
would be engaged, and the modem would attempt start-up again (col. 4, lines 59-63). 

For claim 14, Godse et al. disclose wherein the digital subscriber line router 
terminates the network connection to the remote network over the digital subscriber line 
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after detecting an absence of any network capable devices connected to the DSL router 
via the local network (col. 6, lines 2-4). 

For claim 16, Godse et al. disclose wherein the network connection is a point to 
point over Ethernet connection (col. 6, line 12). 

For claim 19, Godse et al. disclose system and method for enhancing the 
activation of DSL service comprising: 

the DSL router (figure 2, reference 104), wherein the DSL router is configured to 
determine whether a powered-on network capable device (figure 2, reference 102, col. 
5, lines 4-7) is connected to the DSL router (figure 2, reference 104) on a local network 
(figure 3, reference steps 302 and 304, col. 7, lines 56-59); 

a DSL modem, wherein the DSL modem is configured to initiate a connection to 
a remote network (figure 2, reference 108)(col. 7, lines 59-62) when the DSL router 
determines that at least one powered-on network capable device (figure 2, reference 
102) is connected to the DSL router on the local network (figure 3, reference steps 302 
and 304, col. 7, lines 56-59). 

However, Godse et al. do not expressly disclose a network capable device 
detection module in a housing of the DSL router. In an analogous art, Starr discloses a 
network capable device (col. 3, lines 51-55 and col. 6, lines 2-4) detection module in a 
housing of the DSL router (figure 1 , reference 40, col. 4, lines 52-63). 

One skilled in the art would have recognized the network capable device 
detection module in a housing of the DSL router, and would have applied Starr's digital 
subscriber line router 36 in Godse et al.'s digital subscriber line router 104. Therefore, it 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, to 
use Starr's automatic filter for asymmetric digital subscriber line system in Godse et al.'s 
system and method for enhancing the activation of DSL service with the motivation 
being indicated a start-up failure if the modem does not detect satisfactory received 
signals within a predetermined time after application of input power, and in such case, 
the filter would be engaged, and the modem would attempt start-up again (col. 4, lines 
59-63). 

For claim 20, Godse et al. disclose wherein the network capable device detection 
module is further configured to detect an absence of a network capable device 
connected to the DSL router on the local network (col. 6, line 4). 

For claim 21 , Godse et al. disclose wherein the DSL modem is further configured 
to terminate a connection to the remote network when no network capable device is 
connected to the DSL router on the local network (col. 6, lines 2-4). 
10. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Godse 
et al. (US 7,1 27,049) in view of Starr (US 6,470,059) further in view of Ortega et al. (US 
6,711,162). 

For claim 15, Godse et al. in view of Starr do not expressly disclose wherein the 
digital subscriber line router initiates release of network resources supported by a digital 
subscriber line network connection after the network connection has been terminated. In 
an analogous art, Ortega et al. disclose wherein the digital subscriber line router 
initiates release of network resources supported by a digital subscriber line network 
connection after the network connection has been terminated (col. 1 1 , lines 36-37). 



Application/Control Number: 10/777, ,773 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2416 

One skilled in the art would have recognized the wherein the digital subscriber 
line router initiates release of network resources supported by a digital subscriber line 
network connection after the network connection has been terminated, and would have 
applied Ortega et al.'s PPP termination request message 234 in Godse et al.'s DSL 
service. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention, to use Ortega et al.'s method and apparatus for providing proxy 
service, route selection, and protocol conversion for service endpoints within data 
networks in Godse et al.'s system and method for enhancing the activation of DSL 
service with the motivation being to release the resources associated with the logical 
connection (col. 1 1 , lines 36-37). 

1 1 . Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Godse 
et al. (US 7,1 27,049) in view of Starr (US 6,470,059) further in view of Roth (US 
7,032,012). 

For claim 22, Godse et al. in view of Starr do not expressly disclose wherein the 
DSL modem is further configured to terminate a connection to the remote network after 
an assigned dynamic lease has expired. In an analogous art, Roth discloses wherein 
the DSL modem is further configured to terminate a connection to the remote network 
after an assigned dynamic lease has expired (col. 5, lines 49-54). 

One skilled in the art would have recognized the wherein the DSL modem is 
further configured to terminate a connection to the remote network after an assigned 
dynamic lease has expired, and would have applied Roth's DHCP Server 52 in Godse 
et al.'s DSL service. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time of the invention, to use Roth's PPPOA spoofing in point-to-point protocol 
over ATM using an XDSL modem in Godse et al.'s system and method for enhancing 
the activation of DSL service with the motivation being terminate the PPP-session 
connected to the client PC 10 and withdraws the global IP address from the client PC 
10 (col. 5, lines 51-54). 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TOAN D. NGUYEN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3153. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:00AM-4:30PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/T. D. N./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2416 
/William Trost/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2416 



